
THE FREE PEESS.

ITS TRIALS, DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITY

Anomalous Condition of the
Law of Libel.

Slight Advance Over AntiquatedNotions.

HISTORICAL REMINISCENCES.

REVIVAL OF LIBEL SUITS.

It !b the boast of this country that in lta fundamentallaws.federal as well aa State.the inviolabilityof the freedom of speech and of the liberty of
the press is fully guaranteed. It is so by custom and
Parliamentary enactment In England; bat not even
there, the freest country of Europe, is the liberty of
the press made sacred by written constitutional provisions.It Is conceded by all that no healthy polltl*
cai lite can develop itself among a people where the
first requisite for it Is wanting.perfect freedom of
discussion and criticism by word of mouth and by
the pen, through tno public press, llence we
see the demand for a free press Increase In
France with every passing year. It is for this
reason that regenerated Germany, in the North tiermanI'ariiument, at Berlin, as well as In
the Diets at Munich, Stuttgardt, Karlsruhe and
Vienna, measure upon measure has been introduced,
discussed, and In some Instances are emanating
from the llt>oral members, and all tending to enlarge
tbo freedom of the press and place it forever after
upon solid, secure ground. These measures have of
late succeeded most in Vienna, under the liberal
gublan.ee of Baron Bcust, the present Chancellor
of the Anstro-Hungarian empire, and latterly there
was Introduced by Parliamentary enactment, sanctionedby the Emperor, trial by jury fur all offences
against the presi law. In the other South German
States this had obtained for years past, but in enlightenedPrussia it is still denied, and a mere edict
of some police official is enough to causc the seizure
of a whole edition of a paper containing an ouensive
article, just as the same thing is done In France.
The prince of the politico-satirical journals of Germany,the Kladderadatscli, of Berlin, has more
than once been the victim of this supervision,aud its prinoipal editor has on several occasionspaid for his journalistic temerity by several
weeks Imprisonment in the Molken Marlct, a city
prison In Berlin. In Bavaria they managed things
in a more liberal way years ago, even. The editor or
the voitcsOote, at Munich, was sued for libel on the
chief of staff of tho liavarian army during the memorableGerman war of i860, and on tbe case being
tried Defore the Jury the editor was triumphantly acquittedamid the general applause of the people, It
being considered a verdict of condemnation upon
the manner iu which the Bavarian army hau been
managed.
Of all such troubles, to which the continental

1>ress of Europe is even now to Borne extent subected,tbe Ainerioan people fortunately know out
iUle. From tbe beginning tbe liberty of the press
was considered one of tbe main pillars of tl»e republicanedifice, and its safety from encroachment
was not left to legislative whim or caprice, but firmly
{>laced as one of tbe bulwark* of free, constitutional
ife. Still, for many years, and even now, this
boasted freedom of the press Is exposed to insidious
attacks. This is owing to the old traditionary maximsof the common law. which we Inherited from
England, and to the stiff-necked adhesion of our
courts and judges to the authority of adjudicated
cases, whether cited from the English or American
bench, and whether recent and in consonance with
the advanced spirit of the times or perhaps a generationor may be even a Century old. This complaint
refers especially to the system of libel suits against
the publishers of newspapers, by means of which
every censoriously criticised public omcer or every
exposed rogue seeks to re-establish himself in pnollc
esteem by attempting to bleed the publisher or editorunci till Ills own pockets at the latter's expense.

rRlMBNT CONDITION OK TUB LAW OF LIBEL.
It is true, however, that we have made som<> prorreimover the antiquated Ideas of the last oentury.

The theory of libel has been far more liberalized than
it was heretofore. '1 he outrageous principle, ascribed
bvsome to Sir Matthewllale, and for along time rigidlyadhered to In England, that "the greater the truth
tue greater tbe libel," is now no longer recognized.
Iu Knglaud they have encroached upon this rule
by what is called "Judge made law," tbe courts
Inventing tlio distinction of privileged communications:and while our coaits have followed this lead
we bare thrown a further protective shield over the
liberty of tbe press by enacting in our constitutions
that in action* for libel the truth of the alleged libel
may be given lu evidence by the defendant, and that
the article wax published from good motives aud for
Jnstitlable end*. (See the constitution 01 .New tone
of 1840, article 1, section s.) ihla sweeping provision,apparently covering everything in the
hape or an action or prosecution for

libel, was, however, cropped down, ami
limited by the courts, in thut tin y decided that in
civil suits for damages, based upon the publication
ol an alleged libel, the uuth cannot be given In evitlenteas a Justification. except upon notice to the
ctlitr part? and by laying the foundation for it in a
proper plea contained in the answer, and by furtherexacting of the defendants In such canes that
such plea of Justification must be as precise as a
count in an indictment and as broad as the original
charge, and the proof In support of it must be as
positive as that required by the rules of crlmlual
practice on the trial of an indictment. It was only
uuder the imperative provlkion of the Code of Procedure(section ISA) that the courts relaxed somewhatlu their severity and allowod mitigating circumstancesto be given lu evidence if the truth could
Hoi be proved, in justification, as the rigor or the
criminal code ucuian.ied, and this only iu inlilgntion
vl damages.

wiiat is a i.mn.f
llow (Irmly our cour s and Judges adhere to the

old definitions of what constitutes a iii>ci is > arny
p en by looking into a lew or tlie derisions or our
lugli('*t MWta. (TMof WyrNNtteM. 1MM>
iiition given of the nature o( a libel by Alexander
lluiiu.ton reads as follow*:."A censoriotis or ridiculingwriting, picture or sign, made with a mischievousand malicious intent towards government,
uisirlstrates or ludtvtduals." This declaration was
made at a time when the federalist parly was In
power uudcr John Adams, mid tlie popular excitementprovoked by the enfoictment ol tire alien and
edition laws ran at its highest tide. It Is as condeea statement or what these laws mined »t as

ever given, and it must be taken as a political declarationin ravor of the federalist legislation. And yet
lu a number or libel shin, decided i>v <-ur foroMr
Court of Error*, and again bv the present Court of
Appeals, this definition Is praised as the very at me
of legal precision aud discernment.

Again, In the well known literary libel case of J.
Fennlmore Cooper against the Commercial Advertiserfor a somewhat severe aud perhaps rather
nvnpv \;i iwvioin wi mc »i uici m iiibiui j ui iuo

I niitKi males Navy," rviemng eapecttUijr to ita
a< count of the naval 'u^aircuicnt on U»ke Erie
under the late Commodore Perry, the opinion of the
Court, fully reported in the second volume ol "Hebio'aReport*/' on pages ao.vaoa, goes mill further
back Into antiquity than the time of Alexander
Hamilton ami quote* approvingly the <lennltlon of
libel elaborated by tlic Lord Chief Justice Holt, of
England. as follow*:."Anything written ol another,
which holds hiin up to scorn and ridicule, or might
reasonably l»e considered a* provoking hltn to a
breacii of the peace, I* a libel." t'uder Una deOnlturn,rigidly construed and enforced, as It wua in
Chief Justice licit'* day and under hi* rule, every
poltce report and every report of a row or a per

Kiualdebate In Congress or a ftatc l<ecMUturt, or
the description of the Inkstiind thrown aiKiut each
others' head occasionally bv our city lai hers, woultl tie
adjudged a gross iiIkiI and Hubjecl the publisher of
the journal to heavy damans. And a sail older
definition, probably dating back to the days ol Sir
Edward Cokcaud the Year itooke, was deckled by the
Supreme Court ol Massachusetts lo be the true
cne, reading aa follows:."A malicious publication,xpressed in printing or writing, or by sign ami piclures,tending either to blacken the memory of one
dead or the reputation ol one who la alive, an I exposeturn to public hatred, contempt nud ridicule."
(4 Mass. Rep., 1#B.) And as courts almost as often
as not do rule that in such cases special proof ol*
malice la not needed, as the law presumes lis existence,tlili definition would also cover almost everything,and would render the publication of a dally
(oirriial such as tna wanti of tho time demanded not
only highly dittkult, but almost utterly linpo»»ible

WIIAT OCR I.KUISI.AITHK It AS IKINK.
The oppressive condition of the law of libel, owingto the persistency of courts to adhere to o'd, worntotand blown up traditions, at last Influenced the

Legislature to exert Ita power in order to provide a
remedy for the evil and protcct the public press in
lie effort* to gather the newa of the day nud spreadIt before the pubiio with ail poesible speed. In the
ration of ISM the following act. was passed, intendedto hare thie effect, it la chapter l.ioof the
ession lawa of tliat year, and the Hi hi sccllon read*

a* 101.ows:.

>. *P'0P'l«or of anv n*w>rsp»r shsll betlsbls to sny action, olril or crtmlMI, for a f»*r »n<l lrti» rerl"lr.'g1!'t<fof "? Judicial, lagtolailv* or otherofBcta! rroni|t»li»»p« of inv atatfment, p#+cb inn*

^.ofor ,b*cuurM " lh* «i5i
the second section of this act provides that tMa

privilege shall not extend to libeiigus comments or
remarks added to auch reports by the publisher
poll©; or reporter. And itiu tha court* would w>i

NEW Y
....loosenUm clufo. The drat time that this act wm

invoked ihyceurt deckled thai the hanging of a man
by the bUftriff In ureene county, under the sentence

21 <teat£ pronounced over him br a court of conipetntluriodiotion, and what was said aud done while
the doomed man waa being brought from life to
oeatli, wax not a public official proceeding nor a judicialproceeding. It is to be hoped that In the futurethe courts, whenever called upon to doctde an
to whether a publication la libellous, will take a
more liberal view of the question; that they will look
into the nature of the publication of a modern newspaper,and not apply to the modern lightning press
principles of jurisprudence dug out from musty law
reports of centuries ago.
A WW inbTOl'lC KKMINISCEN0K8 OF TOB TRIALS OF

TUB PRESS IN TUB TAST.
One of the most remarkable evidences of the deaireof the federal government to limit and retrain

the (reedom of the pre** and circumscribe Its power
and influence has already been referred to. Directly
it coald not be done, for there stood a constitutional
provision prohibiting it in express terms; but IndirectlyIt was attempted by pretending to restrain
the excesses of the press and fta so-called
licentiousness. This u was sought to effect through
the alien and sedition laws, where certain publicationsand criticisms of federal ofllccrH were declared
offences against the United States and subjected to
summary punishment. Many were the editors and
printers thrown into prison during the last two
years of John Adams' administration, until the result
of the Presidential election of 1800 opened the doors
of their cells aud tne first Congress thereafter repealedthe law.
The liberty or the press, its right freely to criticise

the offlcial acts of all public oOlcera, waa again the
BUDject 01 loug anu earnest. discussion in uougri;»H
preparatory to and during the impeachment trial of
Judge James H. l'eck, United States District Judge
for Missouri, it ali came about a newspaper article
and tlie course of the judge in regard to it. There
was an action pending In bis court brought by the
widow and helrs-at-law of Antome soulard against
the United Urates about some old Spanish land grant,
in December, itttS, the Judge decided the case against
the heirs and they appealed. In March, 1820, Judge
Peck published in the Missouri Republican an elar
borate opinion, to which Luke Edward Lawless, the
attorney of the heirs, published a respectful reply
over the signature of "Citizen," In the Inquirer.
Judge l'eck considered this reply an act of contempt
of bis court, and he und flist the editor of tlie paper
arrested, and Mien Mr. Lawless, who admitted Havingwritten the article. After various proceedings
Lawless was sentenced to twenty-four liours of Imprisonmentand suspended from practice as an attorneyfor eighteen months, l'or this tue Judge was
Impeached by the House of Itepresentatives lu May,
tsao, and the tilal commenced before the Senate m
December. The leudlug counsel for the Judge and
conducting his defence was that gifted son and oratorof Virginia, William Wirt. The following sentences,quoted from his closing argument, contain
all that has ever becu said.and never better.on
this Bide of the argument:.

It is laid that in punishing this publication aa a contempt
the Judge has Invaded the liberty of tbo press. What la the
liberty of the piess and lu what d.ius it consist t Does It
consist lu a ri^ht to vilify the tribunal of the country and to
bring them Into contempt by groin and wanton misrepresentaltonaof their proceeding* Y Does It eouatit In a right to
obstruct and corrupt the strnaina of justice by poisoning the
public mind with regard to causes in these tribunals before
they are heard 1 Is tliii a correct Idea of the liberty of the
press ? If so, the defamer has a charter as free as the winds
provided he resort to the press for tbe propagaUou of bit slander,and, under the nrosUtutcd sanction of the liberty of the

Rress, hoary age and vlrulu Innocence lie at his mercy. This
not the idea of the liberty 'it the press which prevails in

courts of justice or which exists In any sober or well
regulated mind. The liberty of the press is among
the greatest of blessings, civil aud political, so long as It is
directed to Its proper object-that of disseminating correct
and useful information among the people. But this greatest
of blessings may become tbe greatest or curses If It shall be
permitted to burst Its proper barriers, the liberty of the
press ba9 always been the favorite watchword of those who
live by It* Uoentiousuess. It baa been from time immemorial,la still and ever will be the perpetual derantatum of all
libellers. To be useful the liberty uf the press mutt
be restrained. Tbe principle of restraint was Imposed upon
every part of creation, liy restraint the planets were keptIn their orbits. The earth performed its regular evolutions
by the restraint of the centrifugal force operating upon It.
Tbe vine would ehoot into rank luxuriance If not under the
restraint of the laws of nature, by which everything waspreserved within Ita proper bounds. Was not everything on
earth impressed with tnls principle? And waa Pot the libertyof the press to be restrained to the performance of Its
rigntful fund Ions of propagating truth for Just onus J
This argument proved successful at the time, and,

as the result showed, not all the eloquence of
McDuffle, of south Carolina, titorrs, of New York,
and Buchanan, of Pennsylvania, arguing for the
right or free and unrestrained criticism of all the
acts of those in public omce, could convince the
Senate; for out of forty-three Senators voting,
twenty-two pronounced Judge Peck not guilty of
"high misdemeanor," as charged. Thus the liberty
of the preis was again sought to be hampered by
restrictions in the house of its friends, in the Seuate
of the United States. The proceedings In this city a
few years ago, when a Judge of our Supreme Court
was seeking to punish the editor or, a morning
paper a* lor a contempt, on account of a law reportpublished in tUat journal the day before, was undoubtedlypatterned alter tlie affair of Judge Feck
in Missouri.
Much more numerous than these and similar encroachmentsupon the ireedom of the press have

been othor attempts to compel its silence and diminishIts usefulness. These were and are resorted
to by individuals who clalin to hare been defamed
and libelled, and brought into contempt and ridicule
among all good citizens of the community oy some
publication of and concerning them, and for which
defamation of character they generally arc willinz
to receive, as a healing plaster and unfailing antidote,a Judgment In their favor of some thousands
of dollars. Looking over the records or prominent
libel suits In this Mate ou" is unavoidably reminded
of some very interesting occurrences of our early
and later political history.

'lliere Is, lor instance, the case of (tenet vs. Mitchell,reported In 7 Johnson, 120. Monsieur Ceuel was
the Minister or the newborn and rather turbulent
French republic to this country under Washington's
adiuluistratlon. Everybody knows the troubles that
Hie eniiiusiastic Fiench tepubiicaii fel! Into when he
attempted to violate our iaws.wage war against
England Irom our shores.and being peremptorilystopped by Washington, venturing to appeal from
the government to the people. It was about this
time that the defendant Mitchell charged (lenet publiclywith having betrayod his own government by
communicating his private instructions to others.
For this an action lor libel was brought by the irate
Frenchman, which was a little more sensible than
calling for "coffee and pistols for two." Bat be got
very little out of It.
Another somewhat historioal libel suit was that

commenced by Lieutenant Governor Hoot, in IBM,
against King * Verpiauck, publishers or the New
lork AnwicttH, which paper had slated that some
day in August, 1824. while presiding over the Heuate,
T.iAiitanonf (lnvornnP Unnt was an dmnlf u in Im

unfit for Ills place and a disgrace to the station.
Tlte evidence for the defence was very voluminous
and tended to prove that the editor acted on good
und sufllclent information; but under tlie rilling of
the court as to what was necessary to muke th«
proof of justification available and successful the
plaintiff got a verdict or $1,400.
The case ol i<lttlejohn against Greeley had Its

origin in the "Philosopher's" habit of growling and
scolding at everybody who Is not of lits own mind,
and hence calling one day Mr. Llttlejoim one of the
most corrupt members of the legislature brought
him a summons and complaint for libel and a mail
verdict on the result.

J. Kennluiore cooper took umbrage at the way and
style in which the Commercial Adcei hser and the
Tribunr criticised his naval history. lie denounced
It a* defamatory, brought his actions and iccovered
small verdicta in both cases.
A rather humorous ease was that of Mezzara, an

Italian portrait painter in this city. He had finished
the portrait of a gentleman, who arterwards refused
to lake and pay for It. Mezzara sued the rcfraotory
customer, obtained a Judgment, and, under the execution,the Hhenff seized the picture, on which the
painter bad added to the head of the portrait a pair
or asses' eats. Thi?, on the complaint of the original
of the picture, was held by the Ci imiual Court of the
city to >ie a libel.
An Interesting reminiscence la offered In the libel

ease or Jacob Gould against Thurlow Weed, which
originated in the nntl-Musonlc excitement.the allegedkidnapping and murder of Morgan, who
was arterwards said to have been "a good
enough Morgan till after the election." weed
edited at that time.1827-28.the Antx-Mnnnnic
Inquirer, at Kochevter, and charged Gould with
being In the pay or the Maaons, while pretending to
acton an antl-Mason commlt'ee. Heading the inaaa
of testimony offered on the trial and the sage and
ponderous reasonings of the judges, now by the
light of sul<seuuent experience, evokes a hearty
mile. Hut Gould got a verdict or |4oo.
Aa Gould wss so succession in his libel snlt againsthtm, Thurlow weed may have believed it the best

means of healing his own offtnded honor, and In 1M4,
or thereabouts, he rushed into court himself and
sued Foster A fttlmson, of the Day Book, for libel,because they asserted that In Imo he had received

for securing to some one the appointment or
m Inspector in New York city, from Governor
Ni'Wanl. Tlif> result of this antt «u tint nr>n>rii .f._

tug. an the expenses outran toe Income.
Mr. Hetavan, one of the wealth? temperance men

of Albany, got himself Into trouble with the brewers
Hint maltsters »n "the hill," by publishing In the
paper that they used stagnant water in their eetabiisninenisIn the manufacture of beer. No less than
three libel anna were commenced agalnat him, two
of which only were eucceaafnl, the third falling
on technical grounda.
Another Interesting libel rait has Jost been del

elded at the General Term of the Supreme Court In
the Second Judicial District, against the plaintiff,
Elnathan I.. Sanderson, of Brooklyn, who, on the
trial In the Circuit, secured a verdict agaiu«t
< auldwcli and Whitney, of the Suwlau Mrrcuru, for
f.vooo. Mayor Hall was the attornev for the llt»eny
of the presi, and to his maaterly preaenution ol the
case on behalf of the defence, and hla exhaustive
point*, legal, philosophical, humorous, historical
and poetical, obtained a reversal of the verdict and
the limiting ol a new trial. Tims the Injured reputationot the plaintiff is not healed yet. In connectionwith thH a little anecdote must l»e told. On the
lury In the conrt lielow was a Get roan, a friend of
the defendants, and he engurlv voted In the Jury
room for the mghext amount if damages suggested
by the others. This bec.onncg known and talked
aitent. he wan asked one «1»y by an acquaintance
why he hao done so, to which he archly replied,with a pet uiiar twinkle In Ills eye. "You sec, If the
verdict hail oeen for a small sum, they (Cauldwell
and Whitney) would have been hoick to pay. The
larger the nun came out frem the Jury, the less
likely will they t>e to get a red penny." This seems
to tie shrewd, if not correct reasoning.stni another suit Is worth mentioning, which
about fourteen years ago convulsed our wuole
German population from the flattery to Harlem
Hildge. It was a suit brought by flunteve Neumann,
the editor ol the Stants A lump, against Karl lit mgen,editor of the/vonerr, ilten pubiislieil in this
city, now in Boston, for heavy damages on account
of a libel which appeared "of and concerning him"
in the Ifttier journal. The result woe * ventict lor
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Ix and 8 hair cents damages, which brought oat the <
broad grins or many oT our Temoun. I

TUB LATK KKTIVAL OK LIUtL SUIT*. I
For some years thsre was quite a lull in these

respects, and libel salts were rather few and far be- 1

iwcen. But lately they have been revived, and at a 1

rate so tremendous that, in coinparfsou with the ]
demands made upon tho ureas bv offended honesty i
In rormer years, they were aa but a nioth upon the
smokestack or a locomotive. The irresistible and i

irrepressible James Flsk, Jr., or Ene-tiraud-Opera-
railroad notoriety, first began to have recourse to
this soit o; rehabilitation of wounded honor, and he
opened with a libel suit for 9100,000 against Mr.
Uowles, ol the HpimgUeld kepublioan, and he
quickly followed it up by another againnt
Mr. Ureeley, of the Tribune, for a like mm; then
against Mr. KorvelL of the Times, claiming another I
(too.ooo, and finally against Mr. Raymoud lor the
snug amount of a rounu million. Not to be outdone 1

by the railway Impetuosity ol Mr. Plslr, Mr. John
Russell Young has commenced about ten suits in
different parts of the country, and two or three of 1
them in tnis city, and two in Philadelphia, each at
the exact figure of $100,000; a trine leas would not
satisfy him. The Bveuiim Minor at Indlanopolis
has lately been sued lor $30,000 damages lor libel by
one Talcott; and a case Is now pending at Pittsburg,
by an ex-member of the Pennsylvania Ktato Legislature,against the Plttsbur* Leader, which journal
had charged him with venality and corruption.
Thus the revival of libel suits goes bravely on all
over the country. There are now no less than 760 libel
suits pending against editors or publishers In this
country by personages who claim a plaster or green*
backs for their wounded reputation, and the total
amount of damage alleged to be done to these 7.10
Injured plaintiff* aums up $47,600,000. Who will
deny neieaiter the power ot the press?
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QKTED SWit DISTRICT COURT.
The Qnuker (in Helrure.dnimaiii'a Answer

to the Llfctl.
Tiefore Judge Blatchford.

The following is the claimant's answer In this
case:.
To the Honorable Samtki. Bi.atchfopp, Ju<l<re of tlie

District Court of the United States for the Southerndistrict of New York:.
The answer of Albin M. Jephson. of London. England,owner and claimant of the steamship Columbia,

her engines, tackle, furniture, Ac., to the libel of Informationof Kdwards llerrepont. Attorney of the United
States for the Southern District of New York, who
prosecutes on behalf of the said United States
against the said steamship Columbia her engines,
tackle, Ac., in a cause of seizure and forfeiture, allegesas follows:.
first.Your claimant asserts that the said steamshipColumbia Is now and was at the time of her seizureby the marshal under and in pursuance of the

monition Issued herein lying In the port, of Sew York,
within the Southern district of New York and withinjurisdiction of this honorable court, and that she
was at the time of said seizure ready to proceed to
sea.
spcoivt.Yonr claimant denies each and every other

allegation in the said libel or Information contained,
and avers that the same are wholly untrue. And he
turther denies that, by reason of the alleged premisesIn the said libel set forth, or by reason of any
other matter or cause, the said steamship, her engines,tackle, Ac., became or Is forfeited or subject
to forfeiture, wherefore your claimant prays that
the said libel may be dismissed with costs, and that
the said steamship, her engines. Ac., may be restoredto the possession of your claimant.

ALBIN M. JEPHSON.
Subscribed and sworn to beiorc me this cist day of

May, moo.
Josmu Ui'tman, Jr., United States Commissioner.

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COUST.
Pout Oflteft Embezzlement Cm*.

Before Judge Benedict.
The United State* vs. George J. Dtlanev..The

defendant was this mornlnsr arraigned on a charge
of embezzling a letter from the Post Office containingvaluable enclosures. Aftor a jury was ordered
to be empaneled the defendant pleaded guilty.
Sentence deferred.

UNITED STATES COMHSSIQNEHS' C0U.1T.
Discbaraed.

Before Commissioner Shields.
The United states vs. Benjamin ftyinon..The defendantwas charged with attempting to pass counterfeitstamps of twenty-flve cent currency upon n

number of apple and peanut rentiers. After a full
examination the Commissioner dfscharjred tho i'oniplulut.deeming the evidence Insufficient to hold him
for trial.

EXTRA OYER AND TERMINER.
Proclamation by th« CJoTernor.An Kxlrnor.
dlnary Term of Oyer and Termiucr to be
Held by .Indue CardoKo.
The following proclamation, directing the holding

of an extra term of the Court «f oyer and Terminer
by Jndpe Cardozo this month, will be of Interest to
a certain class of the cominunUv:.

Statu or Nlw York, fcxa.unv* rtrpiiiT»riT,)
ALIIAHT, May JH. lSbH. (

T, Jon* T. HoyFMAW, Governor of tbc State of New York,
by virtue of the power reposed In me by aection twenty-third
of the Code of Procedure of tlili Bute, and at the solicitation
of Ramuol B. Garvin, District Attorney of the city Mid county
of New York, and in my judgment the pn'.illc good rrauJrta|Ethe same, do hereby api.oint a special court of Over
and Terminer, to be held la and tor the ciiv
and county of New York, at the City Hall of
the laid city, to be commauccd on Mondar. the
2Pth day of June reit, and to lie continued ami held an lon«
an It may be necesaary. And I hareby 'Ireci the (aid DistrictAttorney of laid city and county of New York to Incur a
precept according to the itntutc In "audi case made and pro
vidsd, directed to the Sheriff of *aid city and county of ,Vew
York, to do and perfor m all that may b« required lb aud byaaid precept.
And I hereby deslgnnte and appoint Albert Cardoio one of

the Juatlcee or thr Supreme Court, as the Justice who shall
hold aald extraordinary term of Oyer and Terminer.
Id witness whereof 1 hare hereunto rrt my hand and affiled
the privy aeal of the £late, at the eitv or Alh*nv, thr " ih
day of May, 1SIW. JOHN T. llori'M AN.

By tne Governor:
Joiin D. Van BcRIn, Private Secretary.

SUPREME COUHT.CHAMBERS.
TLp (.lability of IMvorcrd PmoiHi

Before Jndge Cardoso.
Chariottt F. Ihrt)U rt. Channcru L. JPerty'..The

parties to this suit were divorced some four years
ago, the decree Id tlie suit being the usual one, releasingthe plaintiff absolutely from the marriage,
forbidding the efendant to remarry during the lifetimeof the plaintiff, and framing her alimony at the
rate of $1,200 per annum. Mrs. Derby subsequently
married a Mr. Wheaion, of the United states Army.
The defendant also remarried, and. as Mra. Wheaton
claims, has not paid ulimony for the laat fifteen
mouths. The rase now comes up on a motion to
punish htm for contempt In remarrying and for the
non-payment of the alimony. The defendant claims
that he was married In New Jersey, and then fore
committed no offence against a New York court, and
claimed that ns she has remarried she is not entitled
to alimony. The court took the papers aud reserved
tta decision.

SUPREME COURT.SPECIAL TEfll*.
TUe Time for the Fulfilment of CHlrHrlt-loportnntOpinion.

Before Judge Ingraham.
John F. Hubbett rt. raultiir I'on Shouting find

another..'Thla waa an action for the specific performanceof a contract for the sale of real estate.
The facta sufficiently appear la the loilowing opinion
of Mr. Justice Ingraham:-'
The contract for the sal* of the lots for which this

action la brought provides for the delivery of the
deed and the payment or the money on the 84th of
January. lAOfl. at a place named therein, on that
da* the venders waited at the place designated from
half-pan nine In the morning until iizTn the afternoon.They had the deed ready for delivery »omr<!
Ing to the agreement. The plaintiff did not appear
at the place until four F. If., when he said be wm
not ready, and asked an extension. Thla waa refnaed,and the defendant* insisted tnat the contract
should be closed, and tendered the deed.
Subsequently the plaintiff offered to par the money
and demanded the deed, to which the defendants repliedI hey would hsve nothing more todowltbit.
The only material questlou Is whether the defendants
were bound to accept the tender on a subsequent
day to that flied in the contract. The rule undoubtedlyis that time Is not essential t» the contract,unless made so by the Parties. Tljjs may be
done in various ways. The Mmmon fine I* by luaertingin the contract a provision thst it shall be
void If not performed on the day designated. If
neither party appears at the time and place fixed to
complete the contract, or If no time or place Is
named, then the time Is not eesential and the performancecan be enforced afterwards. !»o when the
party gives notice of the Intent to require performsnceon the day and Is resdy and lenders performanceon Ills part, he cannot be compelled afterward*
to perform work, or be liable for damages for his
refusal. If the vendors, as In this ca«e, attended
to perform, watted the whole day, and finally made
a fender of the deed, which was refused by the vendeeon the ground that lie whs not resdy, I see no
reason on which It can be held that he should l>e
compelled afterwards to perform. It is clear that
no ilumatfCH can be recovered, i>ecauso there has
l>een no breach on his part, and equity should not
compel a performance or a contract which the partyoffered to perforin st the time designated, there
are undonbfedly cases of hardship where a psrty has
reserved the greater part of the purchase money and
takes advantage of the non completion of the contracton the dny designated to forfeit the money
paid. In such cases equity would relieve by compellingeither performance of the contract or
refunding the money paid. But no such rea«on I
applies where the sum paid was only a
nominal amount to give validity to the contract.Mr. Juetlce Ingiaham then uuoted si some
length from the case* of Pominlel VB. Mlrhuei, 4
Xandf., .174; Heneoict vs. Lynch, I John's Ch'y, »70, 1
and I'arker vs. ihorold, n J.W l aw and fiq. R., 27ft, 1
in support of these views, and continues:. In fact, 1
the very nature of the t outrait la such that performanceby Mlier must le detente to a ciftUB f«f I

JUNE 1, 1869.TRIPLE
lamages, and, If so, an offer to perform la eqoally
good. It la only when the parties by their actions
show that they did uot luteod to Insist on a atrict
compliance with those teruis, that a court of equity
will gWa relief. In the present case the venders
were ready and waited all day to perform at the
place appointed, and when an extension was aaked
r, r it whu ri fiiKcd niwifr uiwhi riri'iimutanMB. 1 think
itae plaint.If lia* no ijrounUs on whieb to ask now for
i spcciiic penoiuiunce. TUe complaint should be
Jianusued.

SUPERIOR C6URT.SPECIAL TERM.
DHMWM.

Judge Barbour rendered judgment in the followingcases:.
Toictishend vs. Gould et al..Finding* settled. Paperswith Special Term clerk.

By Judge Monell.
Livingston et al. vs. MurrayH al..Judgment, Ac.,

with Special Term Clerk.
Uy Judge McCunn.

Knapp vs. Steen et al..Motion granted.
Moran v.i. too et at..Motiou granted.
Phelps vs. Trim et at..Motion granted and cause

referred.
Nulmons vs. Meyer..Motion granted.
Reynolds vs. Reynolds..Motion for alimony grantCo)in

vs. Strauss..Motion granted.
Krenzle vs. Miller..Motion granted.
Young vs. while ct al..Motion granted with ten

dollars costs.
Biumenthal vs. Raphael.-Motion denied with ten

dollars costs.
Gibbons vs. Gibbons..Motion for alimony and

oounsel fee denied. Cause referred to a reieree.
Rausch «. Milter, impleaded, dc..Motion denied

wltb ten dollars costs.
Isaacs vs. Koch et al..Motion staying proceedings

Ave days granted.
Jtrownvs. Patterson..Motion granted.
Wigdon vs. Has*..Motion granted.
Totenshend vs. Gould et al..Motion staying entry

of Judgment, with costs to abide event.
Chapman vs. Sixth Avenue Railroad Company..

Motion granted.
New York Belting and Packing Company vs. New

York iMundry Manufacturing Company..Motion
granted.

Miller et al. vs. McKaine..Motion granted.
Gray, Administratrix, vs. National Steamship

Cotnoanv..Motion atrauted.
King vs. OJhrirn, SheriJT, <tc..Motion granted.
Phelps vs. Trim ft at..i flmi ou examining the pa-

pcrs with care that the relcreo w:w consented to.
fflvuin vs. fyiHxtxcavit <£ Brown..Judgmeut for

plaintiff with costs.
Colgate et al. vs. coreH..Proceedings dismissed,

with tea dollar* costs.
Heff'errimn vs. E. /*. Ross, President, <tc..Motion

denied, with ten dollars costs.

CCURT OF SEHOAL SESSIONS.
Clone of the May Term.Honv.v ('nlt-mlitr
Disponed of.Importunt Opinion ol' Judge
Heuford. Ueinuiku of Dihtricl Attorney
Uanrin.

before Judge Bedford.
At the opening of the court yesterday morning

his Honor Juiljje ucafoid delivered the following
opinion:.
The Peiplevs. Georye IV. Stcepson, Ho'iert R. Owe.]>

ton, E. Nye Hutchinson, Robert K Hoke and
Thomas J. Simmer..On tho 14th day of April, 1808,
the (irand Jury of this county fonnd an indictment
against the above named parties for entering into
an alleged conspirary in this city on or about the 1st
day of January, 186a The facts, as I understand the
case, are simply these:.Mr. Thomas D. Carter, a
resident of North Carolina, employed Robert F.
Ilokc, one of the Indicted parties, as his agent
and authorized him in that capacity to visit
New York and negotiate for the Halt of certainlands lii North Carolina. It Is also
alleged that Hoke on arriving in New York had an
interview with tieorge W. Hwepson, Robert K.
Swepson, E. Nve Hutchinson and Thomas J. Snmner,in which Interview tney entered into a conspiracyto cheat and defraud Mr. Carter out of the
real market value of his lands in North Carolina.
It is further alleged that In pursuance of this design
Hoke, the agent of Carter, with the consent, Knowledgeand approbation of the other lndlct«d parties,
wrote a letter while in New fork to Mr. Carter, then
in North Carolina, in wluch letter Mr. Carter was
given to understand that his lands In North Carolina
could not be sold in this city except at a comparativelynominal price, and that this letter was writtenwith Intent to deceive Mr. Carter aa regards the
real value of his lands, upon these fact* the indictmentIs drawn under tne following section of the
Revised Statutes:."To cheat and defraud any jK*rsonof any property b.v any means, which ir executed,wonld amount to a cheat or to
obtaining money or property by false pretences."
(And 1 may here say that the only conspiruces punishablecriminally by the laws of this 8late are those
enumerated In tne Revised statutes, the common
law conspiracies being Ignored.) The detendants
demur to the indictment principally and substantiallyupon the following grounds:.First,
it was a mere opinion expressed on tne
part of the detendants relative to the
value of the land and not a fraudulentrepresentation. Second, that It was clearly a
case where, had the complainant used ordinary care
and prudence, lie would have avoided any impoHitionId the matter. I do not think these points,
together with others ou dcienduuts ' brief, are well
taken, and I am of opinion that the indictment is
properly drawn. I am alooof opinion that this case
involves peculiarly and particularly questions for a
jury to pass upon. And these questions are to mv
mind as follows:.First, whether from the evidence
the defendants did conspire, as is alleged, to cheat
and defraud Mr. Carter out or the real market
vuIiia «tf Itiu Iafii]«i SAi'i.ml wli0thi>r flnbo urrn'A IIia

letter with the Intent to defraud, Ac., and whether
the letter wan written with the knowledge, consent
and approbation of the other indicted parties. Third,
whether the letter wax written In furtherance ot a
common design on itic part of the deiendant* to
cheat and defraud, or, In other words, to influence
Mr. Carter to sell his lands below the real market
value. It is lor the jury to find the affirmative or
negative of these propositions, and as they find so
stnuds (he guilt or Innocence of the parties indicted.
The demurrer is overruled, without pronouncing
luiigment upon the defendants, but giving them
permission to plead not guilty and to demand a
trial.
Joseph H. Choafe for the defendant*; Joseph 8.

Winter lor the people.
KKMAHK9 OK DISTRICT ATTORNFT GARVIN.

District Attorney fiarvln rose and said:.Vonr
Honor.Not having boeu much in court myself duringthe present ni<>nih, being otherwise eugagB<i. 1
have had some curiosity to examine and see how
well my assistants.those who draw indictments as
well as thone who try them.have performed their
duty, and although I intend generally to know what
is going on in court every day, I was not really
aware of the vast amount of business which ban
lieeti transacted during the pnaeut month. 1 see
that there have been ninety cases presented to this
court, in which Mere have been seventy convictions
and twenty acquittals. 1 ain also informed that the
(irand Jury have round one hundred and fortyeightIndictments, passing npon over one hundred
and sixty cases during the month of May. which is
an enormous business to lie transacted by your
Honor and by the tirotid Jury. It will also lie ol>servedand your Honor will recollect that there
have been some very Important trials during
the present term. In which the petty Jnry
nave not only discharged their duty well and manfully,but they have in aeveral instances convicted
in cases where the pabllc Interest seemed to demand
most thorough and exemplary punishment. TMT
Honor will recall the case of the express robbery,
the case of Armstrong, who ws< convicted of personalrobbery, and the case of O'Connor, who was
tried as a police officer, and againsi whom a l>ench
warrant Is now out for the purpose of brluging him
in that be may receive the punishment due to hN
crime. There la another circumstance which has
occurred during the present month, to which I have
had my attention called, and which ia an Interesting
thing In the history of jurisprudence. The law that
haa been passed by the Legisiatnre. allowing prisonersto take the stand as witnesses has gone into
pffeet for the first time this mouth. Your Honor
very well remembers when the law first went into
pffeet allowing persons In civil case* to testify,
what great doubt* we had aa to the propriety
of a Taw of that description. But the l.egls;aiiirtshas seen fit steadily to go on In regard to
ihese old rules of evidence, !>oth civil and criminal,
until ti tut* couir down to the Dosltion that In all
-ourts, civil ax well a* criminal, where men were
irought In charged with crime, as well aa those who
irere parties in action, tbey could take the stand and
estiry; the great principle being that if a man la
irought into court auil tetuflea i>cfore a court and
urv, that they are to say. ou seeing and bearinglid testlfv, no mati«r how deep may be hla Interest in
he result, whether, on the whole, ibey believe what
le say*, thus maXii>g it a naaiier of pure credibility
IV b« pMsfd upon by the court and jury. Now. this
s a great Innovation: and when I read the first case
irhicn transpired before hla ltonor, Jadge bowling.
was somewhat staggered as to how this thing waa

totng to work. He said to the prisoner, "You can
wear." lie stood up and did swear, and Die Judge
pronounced Judgment. The next case came up be
Fore your Honor, and this thing waa pni to
lie test. I am inclined to think, although
t may retard somewhat the administration
>f Justice, tt may, In some peculiar enses, quicken It,
ind enab'e parties to go to trial iiccause tliey know
xactiy what lias transpired themselves, where wtticssesmav not know or where they may not be aMe
o get them into court; so that, on the whole, I am
ncllned to think that tills law. although new and uncledcriminally, Is going to work well in our courts
jf justice. I am delighted to see that not onlv the
police magistrates, but your Honor and all other
iicrsons who are engaged in the administration of
'rimlnsl Justice, are disposed to give pri«on«'rs the
nil benefit of this law. I am pleased with the manjerin which the business has gone on during the
jresent month hy his Honor (who always discharges
its cut v well), but by my asslmants* Messrs. Hutchno*.Tweed, Hlitnt and Vanderpoel, and all connetted wlili the office.
After a tew prisoners were discharged the conrt

idjourned lor the term.

COIWT CALEjmW-TW OlY.
PrpntMK Conn*.chanbrks..Nos. M», M, lor», icq,

151, 171, 1*1, 1W3, 1W>, atlfl, J IS. 81*. .'22, 22V. iB», 83«,
137, 240, 24* 84:1, 244, 24W, 26;L 36ft. 200, 261, 26.1, 274,
I7H, 27W, 2M4. Call .100.
Mahinb CofRT.Tbul Tkrm..Not, 8979, 8034,

3W»», «W», 3V8», mO. 30<1, 304% M49,

SHEET.
(ITT IITUXtCEIVCB*

Tbi Wsathml.The following record will show
the change* in the temperature for the paat twenty,
roar honra, Id comparison with the corresponding
day last year, ft* indicated by the thermometer at
liudnut's pharmacy. 11skald Dulldiog, Broadway,
corner of Ann Htreet:.

1868, I860. I®"8-I861)SA. M 62 64 3 P. M ?3 M
da.M 0.r> el 6 1'. M "0
OA. M 66 -0 8 P. M w '«
12 M 71 74 12P.il «2
Average temperature yesterday
Average temperature for corresponding day iaat
year

Average temi>erature Sunday
Average temperature for corresponding date last
year 65'4

Average temperature for the wee* 681-7
Average temperature for corresponding week

last year 641-7
Average temperature /or the month 60
Average temperature for corresponding month

last year 58
Saltkd Down..While loading a track at pier 23

East river yesterday Beuard Caasldy was knocked
down and severely Injured by a sack or salt railing
upon him. Ilo was taken to Bellevue Hospital.
Scddrn 1)bath..Sarah Moffat, a woman fifty

jeaia 01 hkci won UUH ueen ill lur several uiouius

past, (Med suddenly yesterday afternoon at 37 Oliver
street. Coroner Schlraer was notified to hold au
Inqaest on the body.
Felonious Assault..At an early hour yesterday

morning John Conroy, of >a 637 West Thirty-seventh
street, was seriously Injured ny being struck on the
head with a stone in the hand of aa unknown man.
Taken to Bellevue Hospital.
Tax Receiver's Office..The Tax Receiver reportsthat be has collected the following taxes front

May 24 to Mav 31, Inclusive:.May 24, $11,143 57;
May 26, (4,230 86: May 26, $3,266 12; May 27, $2,677 25;
May 28. $3.05.-1 33; May 29, $3,136 99; May 31, $3,361 80.
Total, $90,719 91.
Fatal Ferry Casualty..At two o'clock yesterdaymorning Miss Ellen Fltzpatrlck died at her

residence, No. 187 Seventh street, from the effects of
injuries received last Thursday evening. Reins then
at Hunter's Point, she had one of her legs crushed
between the ferryboat and bridge, thus receiving
latal lujuiies. Coroner Flynn was notified to hold
an inquest over her remains.
Fall of a building..Yesterday morning the

roof of the carpenter shop of George Freeman, No.
4 Seventh avenue, fell in, injuring three workmenJacobCoon, of 224 West Sixteenth street, who was
cut on the head; 'timothy Codin, of Thirtieth street, in
in° eye, and Jatues forum, of Mott street, hurt badly
Internally. The latter was sent to Bellevue Hospital,and his fellow sufferers to tbelr homes, their
injuries being slight.
Found orownbd..Coroner Rollins yesterday

held an inquest on the body of Lawrence Olvany,
fifty-five years of age and a native of Ireland, whose
oody was found floating in the dock foot or pier 34
East river. On the 3d of March deceased was seen
about James slip, partially Intoxicated, and having
been seen no more alive. Is thought to have been accidentallydrowned. The remains were identified
by the widow, who lives at No. 3 Felhaiu street.
Deceased has left four children.
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund..The Commissionersof the Sinking Fund met yesterday. The

most important business transacted was the adoptionof a resolution that the Commissioners would
attend in a body the auction sale of the francolse to
m uii ii i diiivvi tuiuiigu int'iiij-miru mi.vi, v* una

sale takes place in a few (lavs in the Coventor's
Room, In the City Hall, and that said sale be condueledupou behalf of the Commissioners by Major
Hall.
Occti.tationh of Praesepe..Our satellite will

pass over a number of the stara of this beautilul
cluster, the "Bee Hive," or nebula of Cancer, during
tlie coming three yean, ub September 3, following
the great solar eclipse of August 7, the moon,
shortly before the period of new moon, will occult
Delta t anrrl, at forty minutes after three o'clock in
the morning. At other portions of the globe, betweenthe parallels of seventy-two degress south and
seventy-three degrees north 01 the equator, many
more stars will be occulted.

POLICE IirELLISEltce.

Cavuht in the Act..Eerly yssterday morning a
man was discovered trying to get into the liquor
store No. 40 Beaver street by means of a false key.
On being arretted he gave his name as John Kean,
and pretended to have mistaken the place for his
residence. He was taken before Judire Hogan, at the
Tombs, and committed in dofault of $1,000 ball to
answer a charge of attempted burglary.
Attempt at Blrulaky..A young man named

John MeCarty was arraigned yesterday before JusticeMansfield, at Essex Market Police court, charged
with attempting to enter the premises of Mr. William
Jarvls. at No. 193 Delancev street. John endeavored
to break open a basement window, but was cangtit
and interrupted by Mr. Jarvis. He ran away, bur was
captnivd by onicer Post, of the Thirteenth precinct.
He was held for examination in default of fl.ouu
baM.
Ai.i.EdED FEi-osiors A8S1C1.T..Benjamin Price

was yesterday morning taken before Justice Hogan.
at the Tombs, on a charge of striking Michael
O'Conner, of No. 0 Cherry street, over the head
with au iron bar. He was fully committed to
answer the charge, 'lhe facts showed a sort of
family fight, lu which John Thomas got mixed up,
and was also arrested on a charge of striking and
kicking Mrs. O'Connor. The man Thomss was orderedto be tried at the Court of Special Sessions.

I'CMCE TRIALS.

Ah Iiixulted Prwnle Thrown n Una In s Poller*
ninn'a I'ncr.Tlic KobUrry si Ibe Treasurer's
Ollrr.
Commissioner Brennan yesterday presided at the

hearing of evidence In some thirty charges against
omrers. But two eases of interest were heard.
William Hawkina, of the Forty«aecond (Brooklyn)

precinct, was charged with grossly Improper conduct.The complainant In Mir. Ann Harden, living
on the corner of Clinton place and Hamilton
avenue, who charged that on the 2£d
May thla officer, In company with an
undertaker named Andrew Leonhardt. brought an

empty coffin to Uie residence of Mrs. Htilllvan, where
the wa« visiting. and insisted upon taking It In the
house. Aa there wa« no corpse on the prom'sen lint,
huiiivnn ordered theui away. when Hawkina became
very abusive, and told her the ought to have been In
a coffin thirty years ago aa she was pnst that time of
life when licit* promised to arrive at her domicile.
Mrs. Harden s indignation knew no bounds. she
look the part of her mend, when the pollccman told
her to mind her own buaincs*. and wound up calling
her a distrusting epithet. Mrs. Harden boiled over
with rage at the reflection upon her character and
appearance, and selzlug a small dog hnrled It luto
the face or the officer, who aeised hei and drag*< d
her to the atatlon house, where she was discharged.
The undertaker and Mrs. Sullivan sustained the
complainant throughout. The officer admitted all
the atatemen*a made except the unmentionable
noun Mr Dronnan ltif<>rn>i.<l Kim #»,«. V.~ .i;.i ma*

consider him fit for a place In the department Tor »
minute. and be woold refer hIh c.vie to the Hoard n«
in* action waa as outrageous u an/ tuai bad coma
under bit notice.

officer* Aahton and Finch, of the Broadwav squad,
were charged by Herman t Davis with failing to detect
a robbery at the Treasurer's offlce, which the? had
been specially detail©.I to guard. The evidence
showed that the former went on duty on the nightof the Mth nit. at six o'clock, and was relieved bv the
latter at fifteen minutes before nine P. M.; that at
that time Klnch was slightly under the influence of
liquor. Flncb remained on until tweniy-flve minutespast six A. M.. on trie 2fith. lie admitted upsettingthe inkstand and muclliage. lint denied all
knowledge of the robbery of one of the drawers of
about eighty cents and some postage stamps. Me
denied that he waa under tne influence of liquor,
and stated that he had taken bur one glass of lager
beer. The matter was referred to ttre Hoard for lis
IK tion.

ALLECCD ATTHIFT AT UAKH.
Throwing Ilia Wlft Frssi a Window.

Officer Finn, of the Koorth precinct, yesterday
morning reported to the Coroner*' offlce that Mre.
Margaret Barnes waa lying In Bellevue Hospital in
a dangerous condition, from the effects of injuries recetvedat the hands of ber husband, Michael Barnes,
who, ahe alleges, threw her from the second story
window of their residence, *1 Roosevelt street, to the
pavement, lira. Parnee alleges that at about two
o'clock on Munday morning her husband catne
home lutoxlcated and commenced to abuse and beat
her In a brutal manner. According to ber statement, J
made to omcer Finn, while she wa< lying lu bed
Marnea kicked her ami stamped upon her breast and
abdomen, inflicting terrible injuries. She jumped
up, when, It Is alleged, he seized and threw her from
the window, where she was found soon afterwards
almost Insensible and remold to the hospital,
Warden Brennan fearing she might not recover
notified Coroner Roillua to take ber ante-mortem
statement. Barnes is In the Tombs. The statements
of Mra. names were somew hat contradictory as she
denied to one or her acquaintance* that the prisoner
had t&iown her from the wiudow.

A Pi.iAirn* Pawtv PRowNitn.-ln the township
of Woodland, Barry county. Mich., on May 1#, three
youug ladies, attended by tnree young men. went
ont in a small boat on Jordan lake for a pleasure
ride. After getting Into deep water one of the young
ladies fell overboard, and In the etTort to save her
the boat was capauod. precipitating the whole party
into the water. One of the young men and all of
the young lauiea were arowBfd.
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MARRIAGES AND DEATHS.

Married.
Bbaistbtj.Banopobp..On Jane 2, 1844, by IU

Rev. l)r. Dewey, Mr. Prtkr D. Bkaihted, Jr., to
Miss Eliza, daughter of AOner Sandford, all of Ullfl
city. No cards.

ann.Wood?..in Brooklyn, E. D., on Wednesdayevening, May 26, by Kev. A. H. Parrrtdge, D.
D., LoiIS ClfARI.ES llEKWAN OOLUMANN, ofNew
York, to Mary Anueljnb, daughter of H. M. Woods,
Esq.
Boston papers please copy.Pierson.Sy itu..On Thursday, May 27, by the

Rev. William Held, Newton Pi^k^on to Barbara
Smith, all of this city.California papers please copy.Richimjb.Cammannj;..At the Episcopal church,
in Rocktord, on Tuesday evening, May 26, by the
Rev. J. E. Wairon, Dr. Hbsry Richings to Mabia,
daughter or Krancls D. Cammann.
Tblfkr.CI.AKK..In Rochester, on Thursday, May

27, by the Rev. Dr. Campbell, Mr. John H. Tklpbr,
of New York, to Ml** Barau H. Clark, of Rochester.

Died.
Bowman..At West Held, N. j. on Monday morning,May 31. John Bowman, an old citizen of New

York city. In the 88th year oi his age.
The relatives and friends of the lamily are respectfullyinvited to attend the funeral, on Wednesday afternoon,at two o'clock. Trams leave root of Liberty

streat per New Jersey Central Railroad at twelve
o'clock M.

rnifflT..Al OVmOlBj uu nnj >xinjin

Rrett, daughter of James and Helen A. Brett, In
the 3Tth .year of her ape.

Funeral from the residence of Bamnel White, on
Wednesday afternoon, at one o'clock. Conveyance*
will be in waiting at Purdy's station, Harlem Railroad,on arrival of the ten A. M. train from Twentysixthstreet, New York. The relatives and friends
are Invited to attend the funeral, without further
notice.
Bockki.ew..At Jamesburg, N. J., on Sunday,

May 30, Jakes Buckki.kw, aged 08 pears.
Funeral services at his late residence, on Wednesdaymorning, at eleven o'clock.
bkruen..Suddenly, on Monday, May 31, Frank S.,

son of Michael J. and Mary Bergen, aged 11 years
and 11 months.
The relatives and friends of the family are respectfullyinvited to attend the funeral, irom the

residence of his father. Forty-ninth street. South
Brooklyn, on Thursday afternoon, at three o'clock.
Burns..on Saturday, May 28, after a long and

painful Illness, Ann Burns, of the county Louth,
Ireland, in the with year of her at?e.
Relatives and friends of the family are respectfully

Invited to attend the funeral, this (Tuesday) afternoon,atone o'clock, from her late residence, 353 West
Tweny -fifth street.
Goonan..On Monday morning, May 31, at nine

o'clock, after a long Illness, Anna Maria Ooonan,
eldest daughter of James J. and Bridget Coonan,
aged 10 years, 11 month** and 25 duvs.
The relatives and frlends"of the fatnlly are Invited

to attend the funeral, from the residence of her
parents, 20 Tenth avenue, corner Twellth street, on
Wednesday afternoon, at half-pa-it twelve o'clock.
Cboftb..On Monday, Mar 31, Maro irkt Middi.eton,daughter of Thomas and Margaret Crofts, aged

2 years and 6 months.
I# ruil'*lui J Mini iuu icsiuciii^ vi nci iioicui^ nw.

Lafayette avenue, Brooklyn, on Wetliieaiay afternoon
at three o'clock. Friends uro respectfully invited
Callow On Sunday, Way 30t Cordelia, wife of

William callow, aged 26 years, 5 month* and 2-J
davn.
The funeral will take place from Grace church,

Jamaica, L. I., this (Tuesday) afternooon, at two
o'clock.
Rumen? At Hasting? on Hudson, on Monday

morning, May 31. at twenty-live minutes of two
o'clock, of laryngitis, Emii.y Aioista, youngest
daughter of Charles aud Frances Emmcns, aged 10
yeai-a and IT davs.
The relatives and friends of the family are Invited

to attend the funeral, this (Tuesday) afternoon, at
half-past twelve o'clock, from the residence of her
parents, at Hastings. The remains will he taken to
Greenwood Cemetery. Carriages in waiting at the
Hudson River Railroad depot, Twenty-ninth street,
at ten minutes past two P. M.
Fink.On Monday. May 31, Oiorok ArorSTTS

Fink, aged 98 years, son of the late Alexander Fink.
The relatives and friends of the family are requestedto attend the funeral, on Wednesday afternoon,at two o'clock, from his late residence, No. 11

South Third street, Brooklyn, E. D.
Fit/Patrick..On Monday, May 31, S. IIkllo.v

Fitzpatrici. born in couuty Limerick, Ireland.
The friends and relatives of the family are respectfullyinvited to attend the funeral, from her

late residence. 187 Seventh street, this (Tuesday)
afternoon, at two o'clock.
Hayes..On Saturday. May 29, William Hayes,

in the 30th year of his age.
The rclatt ves and friends are Invited to attend the

funeral, from his late residence, No. 433 East Ninth
street, this (Tuesday) afternoon, at one o'clock.
Kilkenny (Ireland) papera please copy.
Hadley..on Sunday, May 30, Mrs. Sarah Badlet,widow of Daniel Hadley, In the 71st year of

her age, at the residence of her nephew, Benjamin
A. Van Tastell, 124th street, between Third and
Fourth aveuuea.
Services to be held on Wednesday morning, at

eleven o'clock; also servleea at the Baptist Church.
Tarrytown, on Wednesday afternoon, at half-put
two o'clock. Train leaves root of Thirtieth street at
twelve o'clock M. The rrlenda and relatives in
respectfully invited to attend. ,
Han Los..Ai Buflalo, on Sunday, May 30, llisa

Mary h. hani.on, age<! l" years.
Tue funeral will take place in thli citv from the

Thirteenth street Presbyterian church, near Sixth
avenue, (his (Tuesday) afternoon, at one o'clock.
Friends of the family, also the members of New
York Lodge, No. 330, F. and A. M., are respectfully
invited to attend.
Hitchkon. .On Sunday mornimr. May 30. Wil.

li am HriCBFON, Jr., In the 43d year of his age.
Relatives and friends of the family, also members

of Nassau Lodge No. 536, F. and A. M., and membersof the Brooklyn and New York Caedoniaa
Clubs are respectfully invited to attend the funeral,
on Wednesday afternoon, at half-past two o'clock,
from his late residence. 180 Atlantic street. Brooklyn.
Hawn..In Jersey City, on Sunday morning. May

30, of consumption, Jameu W. Hawn, in the 33d
year of his age.
Funeral service will be held at Orace (Episcopal)

church, corner of South Seventh and Erie streets,
this (Tuesdav) afternoon, at half-past one o'clock.
Relatives and mends are respectfully invited to atthriftwiflimit further nnttf*#.
Krrnochan..On Sunday, May 30. On*RLorm

Waltov, wife of John A. Kcrnoctiau, ana daughter
or the lai« Jonathan Ogilen.

Tl.e relative* and friends of the family are reapectfullyInvited to attend the funeral, from su Mark's
church, on Wednesday mornine. at eleven o'clock.
Lawhence..On Mondav morning. May 31, Hknry

fjAWRKNm, a native of itasaahane. parish of Ratndrum,county Wlcklow. Ireland, a«ed 71 yeirs.
The funeral will take place from hi* late residence,33 Croat>> street, this (Tuesday) afternoon, at

two o'clock.
Wlcklow papers Plea*1 cot»v.
Minsei.m..on Monday, May 31. at his residence,

109 East Twenty-eighth street, A. Joseph, son of
IToressor I». Mlnnelil, aged B years.
Mi Bripk..On sund.iv, May 30, Jame* Joseph

M< Hijipe, only child of John and Bridget McBride,
ag"'l 1 year.
The funeral will take place from 1,070 First avenue,

near Fifty-eighth street, the residence of hU parents,
thmiTuesdavt afternoon, at two o'clock.
Oi.vant On Mondar, May 31, LawrbnciOltant,

In the «5th year of his ape.
The relative* and friends of the family are respectfullyinvited to attend the funeral, from No. 3 Peiham

street, thla (Tnesdav) morning, at ten o'clock.
Interment at calvary Cemetery.
KrssEU,.In Brooklyn, on Sundnv. Mav 30, EnitrxpB. BrRHKLi., formerly of New Bedford, Mass.,

in the soth year of his age.
The friends and relatives of the family, also the

members of Nassau l.o F. and A. M., of Brooklyn.are requested to attend the funeral services,
s't his late residence, 20 Fourth place, on Wednes-

daymorntng, at ten o'clock.
Bhepparp At Callan, rern. on Friday, April SO,

or yellow rever. Epminp Bhbpparo. third oflicer of
the ship Nor Wes'er. son ore. W. and Eliza Shepnatil.of c;reenooint. L. I., aired 21 years ana 9
month*.
J»T*iNr*!.nT..In Brooklyn, on Snnday morning.

Ma* an. s«kaii. daughter of Charlea and Kluaheih
fteinfeldt, aged 8 yearn, a month* and 20 day*.

Wrap the cold white aheet around hor,
I«y her hand* npon tier breast,

I.ay hor gently In her coffin,
Utile Sarah la gone to reat.

frienda of the family and acquaintance* are
respect full* requested to attend the funeral, from
the realdencc of her parent*, «5 Flashing avenue,
llrooklvn, thta (inesdav) afternoon. at tiro o'clock.
Sitnanr..In this city, on Mon<lar, May 31, after

a short Illness. Jamf* »"erhv. a native of the parish
of Tullacorbet, couuty McQaghan, Ireland, aged 63
yearn.
The remalni will be taken from hi* late re*ldenc«.

241 Monroe »trcet, to St. Matj's church, corner of
(iraud and KMife xireet*. on Thursdav morning, at
nine o'clock, where a solemn ma*.* of requiem will
t«* o(T>rred np for the repoae of hia aoul, and from
thence to Calvary Cemetery for Interment. Hla
friends and relative* arc re*pectfully invited to ats«

nrmr.On Mond.ivL ma^ JM, Pbij ipfin*
H< lirTTJt, ilutlgnier CII .H>uu uu'i vuiviiuq ftnime,
au'ort 4 Years and p month*.
The nHHrtn and friends are Inrlted to attend the

funeral, from 24j», «'ater street. Brooklyn, at half
past two o'clock thtp (Tuesday) afternoon.
Vihitb..on Sunday, May no, Nirrria, youngest

child of Peter and Emma Virtue, aged 'i years, i
nx.ntinsnd 21 day*.

1 lie funeral will lake place from the residence of
her psr»nts, No. 3u Vauilaui itreet, this (fueaUaj)
lite'noon, at one o'clock.
winb..At Flushing, 1* I., on Monday, May «1,

rery luddeuiy, Joun wink, in tbe 7Wtb year of hi*
age.
The friends and "-elatlrM ar« respectfully invited

to attend the ' era), from the f riends' meeting
imuse, Huituug, WeduasUaj afternoon, at two
»'cloc*.
Wunrnors*..ft »ooklrn, on Sunday, May. ,

after a lingering lilt. \ j<mru T. WuiTKu<Hda»
Id tlx 43d rear of hla k.e.
Notice of the funeral will be glren hereafter.
New UauipsUire and Boston papeis will pleiu#

copy.
w kArm.-in Brooklyn, on Friday. May 2*. Jamks

E. Wbav eh, of the flint of Weaver A Merry, New
York.
His friends and the relatives srd Mends of th»

fmnftlv unil tlinno of hi" Martin
Kalbiiotsch, arf Invited lo intend the funeral »ervloea,this (TueHto) after.toon, at linli-|m-i .our
o'clock, at the residence <>( ln« father. Jamas \v»a*a»,
122 Keiukeu street, Itrwukljru.
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